Introduction
Communities across the globe experience, and will continue to experience, climate change impacts unevenly. The most vulnerable-the 'climate vulnerable' in the U.S. and abroad-are set to suffer first and worst. Public concern in the United States at the collapse in livelihood of the vulnerable is, however, absent. Instead, the belated climate discourse has been dominated by talk of "caps," "trades," and "costs to the average consumer." This is the result of who has had the power to frame the content and pace of the climate change discourse. Indeed, in the context of the climate crisis, two kinds of American elites emerge: (i) the powerful industry leaders that have been a relentless obstacle to addressing climate impacts, particularly vis-à-vis the most endangered; and, (ii) leadership within the traditional environmental movement that fail to emphasize within the discourse the grave and disproportionate human impacts.
Because of this active and passive obfuscation of the underlying crisis, the deep challenges to our democratic processes and the ethical framework that undergirds them become clear. At present, the United States and its elites celebrate a notion of justice and fairness in its democratic processes of law and governance. Yet the invisible plight of the 'climate vulnerable' exposes an obvious failure. Emergent climate justice theory addresses the issues and concerns that arise from the intersection of climate change with race, poverty and pre-existing environmental risks. Climate justice, as I will demonstrate, provides a means to understand the ethical dilemma at the base of the climate crisis and helps craft sound methods of repair for the climate vulnerable-all the while aiding in the (re)construction of a true democracy.
Ⅰ. The Climate Vulnerable
The "climate vulnerable" describes those communities that have a particularly acute vulnerability to present and forecasted climatic changes. In the United States and abroad, the most vulnerable are generally low-income, indigenous, and/or of-color. Evidence of climate change's disproportionate impacts is well documented and The EJ communities will also, of course, be subject to the more general and commonly cited negative effects of climate change; and, further aggravating these outcomes, EJ communities will feel more acutely the dire economic forecasts for the globe. 5) These factors, according to the IPCC, are critically important as education, health care, prevention initiatives, and infrastructure and economic development directly shape the health of populations. 6) April 16, 2007, 90 . This is particularly relevant to EJ communities, as the first and most severe effects of economic downturn are borne by the poor. This is true on a global as well as domestic scale. For example, projected decreases in GDP for Africa and India increase existing climate change vulnerabilities. "It is not just that Africa and India are already hot; being poor, they are also more dependent on agriculture than the rest of the world; and agriculture is more vulnerable to climate change than are investment banking or car assembly." Emma Duncan, "Dismal Calculations: The Economics of Living with Climate Change-or Mitigating It," Economist, Sept. 9, 2006, 14 
Ⅱ. Power and Industry
Power is a multifaceted yet concordant term in the climate change discourse. It describes the degree of influence business elites enjoy over the decision making process in the local, national and international arena. In the climate context, power also describes the source of America's runaway and disproportionate greenhouse gas emissions. Early in the international negotiations on climate change, President George H.W. Bush declared, "The American way of life is not negotiable." 7) Indeed, our use of power was not to be questioned at any scale.
The industry elites, consistent with President Bush's declaration, have successfully utilized obstinacy and the status quo to stymie meaningful action on climate change. They have primarily done so in three ways: by blocking domestic climate policy, by misleading the American public about the threats of climate change, and, to the extent that some have yielded to the inevitability of a low-carbon future, they have lobbied for an emissions reduction approach that is less aggressive in its carbon-cutting capability while potentially lucrative for many of the industry elites as well as major financial institutions.
Industry Opposition to Climate Policy
The resistance of industry elites, particularly those working in fossil fuels, to embrace meaningful emissions reduction strategies has been long standing. The most recent and discrete manifestation of that resistance has been exemplified by the action of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce. The Chamber, defining itself as the world's largest business federation representing more than three million businesses and organizations of every size, has gained recent notoriety for very public defections due to its stance on climate change legislation. It has, consistent with the desire of many of its members, staunchly opposed efforts to acknowledge and combat the threats of climate change, much less aggressively address the crisis. 
Conspiracy
The historical actions of many of the industry elite make the Polls have shown a decline in the public's perception of the dangers of climate change. 14) This demonstrates the power of these elites over consensus science. The industry campaign has directly hampered the ability for the polity to be well informed about the climate crisis and make sound decisions regarding effective climate policy.
The Market and Ethics
Finally, to the extent that the industry elite has positively engaged in crafting climate policy, they have ensured that only certain kinds of policy prevail. 
Ⅲ. Environmental Elites
A number of elites in the environmental movement have impaired the ability of the climate crisis to represent adequately all whom change will affect. This is not new. In fact, the environmental justice movement emerged partly out of dissatisfaction with the way that the "environment" was defined and to whom significant investment in a "good" environment was owed. Whereas the green elite has traditionally defined the "environment" as removed, wild and untouched, those in the environmental justice movement (EJ) define "environment" more democratically as the place where all live, work, and play. It was realigned and made relevant to the human environment for all races and classes, without being anthropocentric. In other words, people were on par with the natural world and their "environment" was deserving of as much attention, remediation, and protection. Environmental 
Ⅲ. A. The Polar Bear and Cap-and-Trade
A continuing tension exists between EJ and the environmental elite.
Climate change, largely through the imagery used by the green elite, has been defined by impacts to charismatic mega fauna and remote places, and less so by the poor, communities of color, and native communities that are literally crumbling under the current and projected climate impacts. This has done a disservice both to these communities and to the potential for climate change to be a populist and widely held call to action. Indeed, the use of the polar bear has led most "average Americans" to feel viscerally that a warming globe is at worst inconvenient for humans, even if threatening the polar bear's habitat. This muddies awareness of the very real impacts on the human environment and the polar bear's own-human-neighbors in the Arctic. Native communities deserve at least as much attention.
What is perhaps a more insidious harm is that the most powerful of the green elite, the large advocacy organizations, are also advocating for a market-based, cap-and-trade approach to climate policy. Political feasibility is often the refrain, if there is not explicit support for the claimed virtues of cap-and-trade. In an attempt to coalition-build for progress on climate change policy, the green elite has abandoned other natural allies who demand aggressive mitigation of greenhouse gases in a manner that is consistent with the most vulnerable communities, and consistent with climate science.
Ⅳ. Ethics and Climate Justice 21)
From the environmental justice perspective, geography is destiny, and the right to a flourishing environment is a basic human right.
Depressed spaces, both rural and urban, will determine the educational attainment and economic prosperity of their citizens. 22) As they lag behind the rest of the nation in these public welfare indicators, they will also lag in their access to environmental health and amenities. In other words, the limits inherent in population growth, industrialization, pollution, and resource depletion are borne unequally by the poor. 
Conclusion
Climate forecasts, coupled with the ethical groundwork laid out by climate change ethicists and described above, demand nothing short of the immediate cessation of fossil fuel combustion at present levels. It is clear, however, that the political will to implement even moderate mandatory emissions reductions measures is absent. There are no current indications that aggressive reductions are a viable part of any policy package proffered today. In fact, even the more tepid cap-and-trade solutions proposed have failed.
This bleak political outlook is due in no small part to the actions of industry and, to a slightly lesser degree, the environmental elites.
Consequently, due to successfully stunted political will, the popular groundswell for climate action is nascent, while most Americans tend to balk at the prospect of generalized lifestyle inconveniences.
Undoubtedly, the more modest task of stabilizing greenhouse gas emissions will require huge changes in behavior. There are few signs that the majority is willing to undertake the necessary sacrifices required to slow global warming.
Further, there is little space in the contemporary discourse on climate law and policy for meaningful discussion of rights and equity. This is, of course, an unacceptable reality; the discourse must shift away from efficiency, which benefits elites, to ethics and, in this case, climate justice. Climate justice principles demand that local communities and indigenous peoples are active crafters and beneficiaries of solutions; yet the favored cap-and-trade approach does not inherently provide either group fair access to the political discourse. This is a direct challenge to our claims of a healthy democracy.
Our democratic discourse, with its current power imbalances, has proven ill equipped to meet what is proving to be the greatest challenge to humanity. Until the protection of minority rights and the most vulnerable in our democracy ceases to buckle under the economic weight of the elite, our hopes for a true democracy may be, to date, the most poignant casualty of climate change.
